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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -67 are presented for examination. 

Priority 

2. The applicant claims priority under 35 USC § 1 19(e) from Provisional Application 
No. 60/347,865 filed 01/15/2002. 

Specification 

3. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

a. On page 15, lines 14 and 22, the word "determining" should be replaced 
with "determine" to make sentences grammatically correct. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Drawings 

4. The Examiner contends that the drawings submitted on 09/30/2002 are 
acceptable for examination proceedings. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects 
for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application 
designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1 . 2, 1 7, 1 8, 33. 34. 49, and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as 
being anticipated by Kay et al. (US 6,430,602 B1, "Kay"). 

7. As per claim 49, Kay discloses a system comprising: 
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a first machine 18 (Figs. 1 , 2) coupled to a display device (col. 6, lines 6-7); 
a second machine 16, coupled to a machine-readable medium 24 (Fig. 2); and a 
network 14. coupled to the first machine and the second machine (Fig. 2), wherein the 
second machine (i) receives, through the network, a first set of infomnation, based on a 
geographic location of interest to a user (col. 5, lines 8-1 1 and lines 24-26; query 
information used to construct profile; query information includes geographic 
information), (ii) assembles a geographic location profile of the user based on the first 
set of information (col. 5, lines 8-11). (iii) selects a second set of information based on 
the geographic location profile of the user (col. 5, lines 30-39), and (iv) sends, through 
the network, the second set of information to the first machine, wherein the first machine 
receives, through the network, the second set of information from the second machine 
to display, through the display device, the second set.of information to the user (col. 8, 
lines 13-15; col. 7, lines 55-56), and wherein the machine-readable medium stores the 
geographic location profile of the user and the second set of information (col. 5, lines 8- 
11). 

8. As per claim 50, Kay discloses the system of claim 49, wherein the second set of 
information includes information on at least one of news, business, entertainment, 
sports, and people (col. 5, lines 25-36; weather or concert information). 

9. As per claims 1 and 2, claims 1 and 2 are method claims reciting a process 
carried out by the system of claims 49 and 50. Claims 1 and 2 are rejected for the 
same reasons as claims 49 and 50. 
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10. As per claims 33 and 34. Claims 33 and 34 are product claims reciting the same 
subject matter as claims 49 and 50. Claims 33 and 34 are rejected for the same 
reasons as claims 49 and 50. 

1 1 . Claims 1 7 and 18 are rejected for the same reasons as claims 49 and 50. 

12. Claims 1, 9. 10. 13-17. 25. 26. 29-33, 41. 42. 45-49, 57, 58, and 61-65 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Rosenfeld et al. (US 
2004/0043760 A1, "Rosenfeld"). 

13. As per claim 49, Rosenfeld discloses a system comprising: 

a first machine, coupled to a display device (Paragraph 0018; user interface on a 
browser on a cellular phone); a second machine, coupled to a machine-readable (Fig. 1 , 
Item 30) medium; and a network, coupled to the first machine and the second machine 
(Paragraph 0018; now-cast server connected to end-user over Internet), wherein the 
second machine (I) receives, through the network, a first set of information, based on a 
geographic location of interest to a user (Paragraph 0101 and 0102; user information 
including location input by user), (ii) assembles a geographic location profile of the user 
based on the first set of information (Paragraph 0102; profile assembled), (ill) selects a 
second set of information based on the geographic location profile of the user, and (Iv) 
sends, through the network, the second set of information to the first machine 
(Paragraph 0103; personalized information sent to user from nowcast server), wherein 
the first machine receives, through the network, the second set of information from the 
second machine to display (Paragraph 0105-0106; information sent to user for display), 
through the display device, the second set of infonnatlon to the user, and wherein the 
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machine-readable medium stores the geographic location profile of the user and the 
second set of information (Paragraph 0093; nowcast server collocated with local client; - 
0101; profile stored in local client; Paragraph 0096; storing of location specific 
information). 

14. As per claim 57. Rosenfeld discloses the system of claim 49, wherein the 
geographic location of interest to the user includes at least one of the birthplace, 
hometown, high school, college, residence, and physical geographic location of at least 
one of (i) the user itself, and (ii) at least one of a friend, an acquaintance, a family 
member, a colleague, a customer and a competitor of the user (Fig. 1, user location; 
Fig. 2, item 112; family member location; Paragraphs 0102 and 0130). 

1 5. As per claim 58, Rosenfeld discloses the system of claim 49, wherein the 
geographic location of interest to the user includes a geographic location nearby at least 
one of the birthplace, hometown, high school, college, residence, and physical 
geographic location of at least one of (i) the user itself, and (ii) at least one of a friend, 
an acquaintance, a family member, a colleague, a customer and a competitor of the 
user (Paragraph 0102; position within 30 minutes of current user location and location of 
children). 

16. As per claim 61 , Rosenfeld discloses the system of claim 49, wherein the first set 
of information includes information based on at least one of a present and a past 
geographic location of at least one of (i) the user itself, and (ii) at least one of a friend, 
an acquaintance, a family member, a colleague, a customer and a competitor of the 
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user (Paragraph 0102; user's current location as determined by GPS; and current 
location of family member; Fig. 2). 

1 7. As per claim 62, Rosenfeld discloses the system of claim 61 , wherein the second 
machine is configured to receive the first set of information from the first machine, and 
wherein at least one of the first machine and the user itself of the first machine 
determines the present geographic location of the user (Paragraph 0102; location 
determined using GPS or cell locating technology or user can input location). 

18. As per claim 63, Rosenfeld discloses the system of claim 61 , wherein the second 
machine is configured to receive the first set of information from at least one of the first 
machine and a third machine, and wherein the second machine determines the present 
geographic location of the user (Paragraph 0096, 0102). 

19. As per claim 64, Rosenfeld discloses the system of claim 63, wherein at least 
one of the first machine and the third machine includes at least one of a global 
positioning device and a telecommunication locating device (Paragraph 0102). 

20. As per claim 65, Rosenfeld discloses the system of claim 49, wherein the first set 
of information includes information based on a geographic location nearby at least one 
of a present and a past geographic location of at least one of (i) the user itself, and (ii) at 
least one of a friend, an acquaintance, a family member, a colleague, a customer and a 
competitor of the user (Paragraph 0102; current location of user and a family member). 

21. As per claims 1, 9, 10, 13, 14, 15, and 16, these claims are method claims 
reciting a process carried out by the system of claims 49, 57, 58, 61 , 64, 62, and 65 
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respectively. Claims 1, 9, 10, 13, 14, 15, and 16 are rejected for the same reasons as 
claims 49, 57, 58, 61, 64, 62, and 65. 

22. As per claims 33, 41 , 42, 45, 46, 47, and 48, these claims are product claims 
reciting the same subject matter as claims 49, 57, 58, 61, 64, 62, and 65 respectively. 
Claims 33, 41 , 42, 45, 46, 47, and 48 are rejected for the same reasons as claims 49, 
57, 58,61,64, 62, and 65. 

23. As per claim 17, Rosenfeld discloses an apparatus comprising: a processor 22 to 
receive a first set of information (Fig. 1 , Paragraph 0032), based on a geographic 
location of interest to a user; a transmitter to send, through a network (Paragraph 0032; 
network interface), the first set of information to assemble a geographic location profile 
of the user (Paragraph 0101-0102; profile assembled); a receiver to receive, through the 
network, a second set of information, based on the geographic location profile of the 
user (Paragraph 0103; personalized Information sent to user from nowcast server); and 
a display device to display the second set of information to the user (Paragraph 0105), 
wherein the transmitter, the receiver, and the display device are coupled to the 
processor (Fig. 1 ), and wherein the geographic location profile of the user is based on 
the first set of information (Paragraph 0102; profile assembled from first infomiation sent 
by user). 

24. As per claims 25, 26, 29, 30, 31 and 32, these claims are rejected for the same 
reasons as claims 57, 58, 61, 64, 62, and 65 respectively. 
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Claim Rejections • 35 (JSC § 103 

25. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth In this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

26. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later Invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

27. Claims 3, 4. 19, 20, 35, 36, 51, and 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Kay et al. (US 6,430,602 B1 , "Kay") in view of Abo et al. (US 
5,948.041, "Abo"). 

28. As per claim 51 , Kay teaches the system substantially as recited In claim 49, but 
fails to explicitly teach wherein the second machine is configured to: determine a 
geographic location based on the second set of Information, append the geographic 
location to the second set of information, and compare (i) the geographic location profile 
of the user and (11) the geographic location appended to the second set of information to 
select the second set of information. 
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29. Abo teaches determining a geographic location based on the second set of 
information, append the geographic location to the second set of information (col. 3, 
lines 49-57), and compare (i) the geographic location profile of the user and (ii) the 
geographic location appended to the second set of information to select the second set 
of information (col. 3, line 59-col. 4 line 8). 

30. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Kay and Abo because they both deal 
with retrieving of information based on a geographic profile of the user. Furthermore, 
the teaching of Abo to append the geographic location to the second set of information 
and to compare the geographic profile of the user to the appended geographic location 
to select the second set of infomriation would increase the efficiency of providing 
relevant information from the user by selecting data associated with an optimal location 
automatically (col. 1 , lines 61-66). 

31 . As per claim 52, Kay does not teach wherein the geographic location appended 
to the second set of information is used to correlate the second set of information with at 
least one geographic location. 

32. Abo teaches wherein the geographic location appended to the second set of 
information is used to con-elate the second set of infomnation with at least one 
geographic location (Fig. 5, col. 3, lines 15-21 and 59-67). 

33. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Kay and Abo because they both deal 
with retrieving of infomiation based on a geographic profile of the user. Furthermore, 
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the teaching of Abo to con-elate the second set of information with at least one 
geographic location would increase the efficiency of providing relevant infonnation from 
the user by selecting data associated with an optimal location automatically (col. 1 , lines 
61-66). 

34. As per claims 3 and 4, claims 3 and 4 are method claims reciting a process 
carried out by the system of claims 51 and 52 respectively. Claims 35 and 36 are 
rejected for the same reasons as claims 51 and 52. 

35. As per claims 35 and 36, Claims 35 and 36 are product claims reciting the same 
subject matter as claims 51 and 52 respectively. Claims 35 and 36 are rejected for the 
same reasons as claims 51 and 52. 

36. Claims 19 and 20 are rejected for the same reasons as claims 51 and 52. 

37. Claims 5-8, 21-24, 37-40, and 53-56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Kay et al. (US 6,430,602 B1, "Kay") in view Campbell (US 
2004/0133799 Al). 

38. As per claim 53, Kay teaches the system substantially as recited in claim 49, but 
fails to explicitly teach wherein the second machine is configured to receive, through the 
network, a third set of information from the first machine, and wherein the third set of 
information is based on the second set of information sent to the first machine. 

39. Campbell teaches wherein the second machine is configured to receive, through 
the network, a third set of infomnation from the first machine (Paragraph 0049, 0050 
user at first machine transmits request to expand or refine search based on second set 
of information), and wherein the third set of infonnation is based on the second set of 
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information sent to the first machine (Paragraph 0051 , search expanded to neighboring 
geographic areas). 

40. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Kay and Campbell because they both 
deal with retrieving and displaying data based on a geographic location from the 
requester. Furthermore, the teaching of Campbell to transmit third information based on 
the second information increases the efficacy of the user search for geographic 
information by expanding the search to nearby regions when the current search was not 
fruitful (Campbell 0052). 

41 . As per claim 54, Kay does not explicitly teach wherein the machine-readable 
medium is configured to store a fourth set of information, and wherein the second 
machine, coupled to the machine-readable medium, is configured to (i) select the fourth 
set of information based on the third set of information (Paragraph 0051 additional 
information selected based on request to expand search), and (ii) to send, through the 
network, the fourth set of information to the first machine (Paragraphs 0051-0052: 
results of expanded search transmitted to requester). 

42. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Kay and Campbell because they both 
deal with retrieving and displaying data based on a geographic location from the 
requester. Furthermore, the teaching of Campbell to store fourth information and to 
select the fourth information based on third information increases the efficacy of the 
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user search for geographic information by expanding the search to nearby regions when 
the current search was not fmitful (Campbell 0052). 

43. As per claim 55, Kay fails to explicitly teach wherein the second set of 
information sent to the first machine includes a link for the user to select the fourth set of 
information. 

44. Campbell teaches the second set of information sent to the first machine includes 
a link for the user to select the fourth set of information (Paragraph 0048, user link 
provided to narrow search to a desired area by selecting a particular geographic area). 

45. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Kay and Campbell because they both 
deal with retrieving and displaying data based on a geographic location from the 
requester. Furthermore, the teaching of Campbell to include a link to select the fourth 
information based on third infomiation increases the efficacy of the user search for 
geographic information by expanding the search to nearby regions when the current 
search was not fruitful (Campbell 0052). 

46. As per claim 56, Kay teaches wherein the fourth set of information includes 
information on at least one of news, business, entertainment, sports, and people (col. 5, 
lines 25-36;. weather or concert information). 

47. As per claims 5, 6, 7, and 8, these claims are method claims reciting a process 
carried out by the system of claims 53, 54, 55, and 56 respectively. Claims 5, 6, 7, and 
8 are rejected for the same reasons as claims 53, 54, 55, and 56. 
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48. As per claims 37, 38, 39, and 40, these claims are product claims reciting the 
same subject matter as claims 53, 54, 55, and 56 respectively. Claims 37, 38, 39, and 
40 are rejected for the same reasons as claims 53, 54, 55, and 56. 

49. Claims 21 , 22, 23, and 24 are rejected for the same reasons as claims 53, 54, 
55, and 56. 

50. Claims 1 1, 12, 27, 28, 43, 44. 59, and 60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Rosenfeld et al. (US 2004/0043760 A1 , "Rosenfeld") in view 
Campbell (US 2004/01 33799 Al ). 

51 . As per claim 59, Rosenfeld teaches the system substantially as recited in claim 
49, including specifying the geographic location of the user and at a family member (Fig. 
1, user location; Fig. 2, item 112; family member location; Paragraphs 0102 and 0130) 
but fails to explicitly teach wherein the geographic locations include a zip code. 

52. Campbell teaches specifying geographic locations by using zip codes. 

53. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Rosenfeld and Campbell because they 
both deal with retrieving and displaying data based on a geographic location from the 
requester. Furthermore, the teaching of Campbell to specify a geographic location 
using zip codes increases the efficiency of a geographic search by specific a search 
region using a compact notation (See Campbell, Paragraphs 0012). 

54. As per claim 60, Rosenfeld teaches the system substantially as recited in claim 
49, including where the geographic location of interest is a geographic location nearby a 
location of the user and a family member (Paragraph 0102; position within 30 minutes of 
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current user location and location of children), but fails to explicitly teach wherein the 
geographic locations include a zip code. 

55. Campbell teaches specifying geographic locations by using zip codes. 

56. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Rosenfeld and Campbell because they 
both deal with retrieving and displaying data based on a geographic location from the 
requester. Furthermore, the teaching of Campbell to specify a geographic location 
using zip codes increases the efficiency of a geographic search by specific a search 
region using a compact notation (See Campbell, Paragraphs 0012). 

57. As per claims 1 1 and 12, claims 1 1 and 12 are method claims reciting a process 
carried out by the system of claims 59 and 60 respectively. Claims 1 1 and 12 are 
rejected for the same reasons as claims 59 and 60. 

58. As per claims 43 and 44, Claims 43 and 44 are product claims reciting the same 
subject matter as claims 59 and 60 respectively. Claims 43 and 44 are rejected for the 
same reasons as claims 59 and 60. 

59. Claims 27 and 28 are rejected for the same reasons as claims 59 and 60. 

60. Claims 66 and 67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kay et al. (US 6,430,602 B1, "Kay") in view of Olivier (US 6,480,885 B1). 

61 . As per claim 66, Kay teaches the system substantially as recited in claim 49, but 
fails to explicitly teach wherein the machine-readable medium is configured to store a 
third set of information, and wherein the second machine is configured to select the third 
set of information based on at least one of (i) the first set of information, (ii) the 
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geographic location profile of the user, and (iii) the second set of information, and to 
send, through the network, the third set of information to a third machine. 

62. Olivier teaches wherein the machine-readable medium is configured to store a 
third set of information (col. 6, lines 34-40; third information is message from a profiled 
user), and wherein the second machine is configured to select the third set of 
information based on at least one of (i) the first set of information, (ii) the geographic 
location profile of the user, and (iii) the second set of information, and to send, through 
the network, the third set of information to a third machine (geographic profile from user 
is matched against profiles of other user generating second information. If a match is 
found third information is sent to a matching user; col. 6, lines 42-54). 

63. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Kay and Olivier because they both deal 
with obtaining information based on a geographic profile. Furthermore, the teaching of 
Olivier to store a third set of information and to communicate it based on the first 
information or the geographic profiles of the user would allow users to interact based on 
common geographic interests thus facilitating finding and communicating with parties 
having shared concerns (col. 4, lines 1-6). 

64. As per claim 67, Kay fails to explicitly teach wherein the third set of information 
identifies the first mentioned user of the first machine to a second user of the third 
machine. 

65. Olivier teaches wherein the third set of information identifies the first mentioned 
user of the first machine to a second user of the third machine (col. 14, lines 29-34). 
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66. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary sl<ill in this art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Kay and Olivier because they both deal 
with obtaining information based on a geographic profile. Furthermore, the teaching of 
Olivier to provide third information identifying the user of the first machine to a second 
user on a third machine would allow users to interact based on common geographic 
interests thus facilitating finding and communicating with parties having shared 
concerns (col. 4, lines 1-6). 

Conclusion 

67. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The following patents and publications are cited to further show 
the state of the art with respect to "Method and apparatus for consuming information 
based on a geographic location profile of a user". 

US 6,397,040 B1 Titmuss et al. 

US 2002/01 52266 Al Burfeind et al. 

iii. US 6,738,630 82 Ashmore 

iv. US 2003/0069940 Al Kavacheri et al. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Isaac R Clark whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3961. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:00am-4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John A Follansbee can be reached on (571)272-3964. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



872-9306. 



IRC 




